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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Remarks 

1 . This Office Action is in response to tine communications for tine present US 
application number 10/596,457 last filed on March 1 1'^ 2009, where claims 1-6, 8-13, 
and 15-21 are pending and have been examined. 

Previous claim objections have been withdrawn in view of the newly amended 

claims. 

The examiner respectfully disagrees with applicant's remarks/arguments. As to 
claims 1 , 8, 15, 19, and 21 , Logan et al. does teaches/suggests the concept of providing 
a metadata, which can consist of a set of specific identifiers, which links the requesting 
user(s) to some specific requested data content(s). While the "group of peers" is not 
labeled, they are the ones that actively go and request for the data from the storage. In 
examining the newly amended claim (i.e. claim 1), by replacing the word "enabling" with 
the comprising fragment: 

"a method of providing a specific one of multiple identifiers for linking a content 
broadcast to the specific group of peers among multiple groups of peers on a peer-to- 
peer network." 

The one of out of multiple identifiers is one of the identifiers within the set of the 
metadata. The specific group of peers would be the group of active seekers that 
actively go and request for the data or identifiers to the data. As for the rest of the 
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peers, they can form a second or third or multiple group(s) of individuals who do not 
actively go and request for the data. Thus, Logan still applies. 

In addition, the claim does not specify whether all the individuals within the group 
of peers are getting the data identifier(s) all together at once, or simply that the identifier 
is there and available to point to the actual data content to those in need (such as 
specifically one individual within that group of active seekers. 

The applicant's intention to mean for the whole group of peers to be included and 
to be receiving the identifier for the content broadcast is covered as well with the new 
rejections. 

See the new claim rejections for further clarifications. Applicant's arguments are 
thus not persuasive. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-6, 8-13, and 15-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over U.S. Patent Publication No. US 2003/0093790 A1 to Logan etal. 
('Logan") in view of U.S. Patent Publication No. US 2002/0156875 A1 to Pabia, 
Kuldipsingh {"PabIa"). 
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As to claim 1, Logan discloses a method of enabling to identify a 
specific group of peers among multiple groups of peers on a peer-to-peer 
network, the enabling comprising providing a specific one of multiple 
identifier for linking a content broadcast to the specific group of peers (tlie 

metadata, which can consist of a set of multiple identifiers stored within the 
metadata storage, 133, which would act as a registry, directory, or resource node 
to provide the requester with the requested content. In addition, the metadata 
provides the link to the specific group of active individuals that actively go request 
and retrieve that data. Those who actively go and request for content data are 
identified and categorized to be within an active group of individuals. While the 
requested content is readily provided upon request, it still does not mean that 
everyone in that active group is getting it right then and there, just that it is readily 
available for anyone to actively go and request and retrieve that data, e.g. Logan: 
paragraphs [0092-93]). 

For the other interpretation, wherein the identifier identifies and links to a 
whole specific group of peers, Pabia more expressly discloses the concept with 
peers forming groups and having the peer group name registered within a server. 
The requester can look up a peer group name and/or the peer group identifier 
from the server, which can also contain information regarding all the individual 
peers within the group and other services and contents (e.g. PabIa: paragraph 
[0060]). 
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Logan and Pabia are analogous art because they are in the same field of 
endeavor with respect to providing information in a peer-to-peer environment. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
sl<ill in the art to combine Pabla's concept of peer group name identifiers stored 
within a server within Logan's concept of the metadata that provide the requested 
data for linking to a whole group of peers within a peer-to-peer network 
environment. The motivation for combining them would be obvious as the peer 
group name identifier could be part of the set of identifiers within the metadata, 
which is stored within the metadata storage or the peer name server. The 
identifier would also point the requester to the peer group and their related 
contents and services. 

As to claim 2, Logan further discloses the method as claimed in claim 
1, wherein the specific identifier is provided via the content broadcast (the 
metadata is broadcasted through the EPG and is readily available to active 
requesters, e.g. Logan: paragraphs [0092] and [0102]). 

As to claim 3, Logan further discloses the method as claimed in claim 
1, wherein the specific identifier is provided via an Electronic Program 
Guide (program guide, e.g. Logan: paragraphs [0095] and [0128]). 
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As to claim 4, Logan further discloses the method as claimed in claim 
1, wherein said method further comprises deriving the specific identifier 
from a further identifier representative of the content broadcast 

(identification metadata wliicli is created and based on tine metadata from otiier 
users' previous interactions and wlierein tlie metadata consists of tine one or 
more Identifiers, e.g. Logan: paragraplis [0093-0095]). 

As to claim 5, Logan furtlier discloses the method as claimed in claim 
4, wherein said method further comprises providing the further identifier 
via the content broadcast (the identifying metadata are further created to help 
identify the programming source from the original broadcast, e.g. Logan: 
paragraph [0094]). 

As to claim 6, Logan further discloses the method as claimed in claim 
4, wherein said method further comprises providing the further identifier 
via an Electronic Program Guide (program guide, e.g. Logan: paragraph [0095] 
and [0128]). 

As to claims 8-13, see the similar conceptual rejections of claims 1-6. 



As to claim 15-18, see the similar conceptual rejections of claims 1-4. 
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As to claim 19 and 20, see the similar conceptual rejections of claims 1 

and 4. 

As to claim 21, see the similar conceptual rejections of claim 1 . 
Conclusion 

1 . Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to XIANG YD whose telephone number is (571)270-5695. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 8:00am - 5:00pm with every 
other Friday off. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vivek Srivastava can be reached on (571)272-7304. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Examiner, Art Unit 2445 

A/IVEK SRIVASTAVA/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2445 



